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3. We think it is competent for the Society of Apothecaries
to prefer the indictment.
4. The punishment, as in case of other misdemeanors,
would be fine or imprisonment, or both, at the discretion of
the court.
5. We are not aware that any more summary proceeding
than an indictment can be resorted to, for the punishment of
persons practising as apothecaries without legal qualification.
JOHN JERVIS,
DAVID DUNDAS,
FREDERIC ROBINSON.Temple, Nov. 23.
It is perhaps hardly necessary for the Society to point out
the increased facilities which this mode of proceeding affords
for putting the law in force against unqualified practitioners.
Instead of proceeding for the recovery of penalties by a
civil action, which in the case of a country practitioner could
only be tried at the spring and summer assizes, an indict-
ment may be preferred at the quarter sessions and at the
assizes also; and instead of the power of proceeding against
unqualified practitioners being restricted, as in the case of
the specific penalty imposed by the statute, to the Society of
Apothecaries, it will be competent for any person to prefer
an indictment who may be disposed to do so.
Another distinction between the two modes of proceeding,
which is likely to operate still more powerfully as a check
upon illegal practice, is this, that whereas an individual
against whom a judgment for a penalty is obtained, under
the present form of proceeding, can relieve himself from the
consequences of his offence by obtaining his discharge under
the bankrupt or insolvent Acts, an individual found guilty
on indictment of having practised as an apothecary without
legal qualification will be punishable by fine and imprison-
ment, and will have to undergo whatever measure of punish-
ment the Criminal Court may in its discretion award.
The Society sincerely hope that a public intimation that the
penalties of the law can now be enforced against illegal prac-
titioners of medicine more summarily than heretofore, will
deter all persons from practising as apothecaries who have not
given such evidence of their competency to practise as the
law demands. But if individuals, who have not possessed
themselves of a legal qualification, will persist in practising in
the absence of such qualification, they will do so at the risk of
being criminally indicted for the offence at the instance of any
individual prosecutor who maybe induced to prefer an indict-
ment against them.
The Society, on their part, will be ready, as they have ever
been, to enforce the law to the extent of the means placed at
their disposal, but those means are inadequate to the institu-
tion of frequent prosecutions. It may therefore be anticipated,
that indictments will be preferred at the- instance of other
parties; and the Society take this opportunity of stating, that
they will endeavour to render such experience as they may
have acquired in administering the Act of 1815 available in
furthering the ends of justice; and that they will be prepared,
upon proper application, to furnish any information, in con-
nexion with the subject of illegal practice, which they may
have it in their power to afford.
Apothecaries’ Hall, Dec. 10.
Correspondence.
THE HOUNSLOW FLOGGING CASE.
(LETTER FROM MR. ERASMUS WILSON.)
To the Editor of THE LANCET. ’
Sirt,&mdash;In your journal of last week is published a letter from
31r. Day, of Isleworth, purporting to be a reply to a remark of 
mine contained in THE LANCET for Dec. 12th. The remark is
as follows:&mdash;&mdash;&Prime; I have now to allude to a disingenuous attempt
.on the part of Mr. Day to throw discredit on my testimony. IMr. Day observed in his written report-’ The softening of the
muscular fibre had extended into the intercostal muscles im-
mediately subjacent, but had not penetrated the internalintercostals.’ Your readers will perceive the ready answer
which this attempt at the mystification of truth drew forth-
namely, that there was no internal intercostal muscle in the situa-
tion referred to-that is, near the heads of the ribs:’ In his
reply, Mr. Day admits himself to have been in error in respect
of the anatomical question, but avails himself of the oppor-
tunity which his letter affords of making a series of trivial
.accusations against me. Under ordinary circumstances, I
should not have thought it necessary to have taken any notice
of Mr. Day’s reproaches, but in reference to the part which
duty to my Queen and mine own honour obliged me to take in
the Hounslow inquiry, I am anxious for the strictest investi-
gation.
It was not without careful deliberation that I applied the
term " disingenuous" to Mr. Day’s attempt to invalidate my
testimony; and in attributing to him a " mystification of the
truth," I was not induced by his anatomical mis-statement
alone, but equally by the unusual and indecorous course which
he pursued of criticizing the evidence of a fellow-witness.
For example, lie gratuitously informed the court that in my
evidence I &Prime; dreW upon my imagination." How far I may have--
been imaginative in my views, I may safely leave to the judg-
ment of your readers. Again, he styles my explanation of the
morbid condition of the muscles 11 mere conjecture." That these
were proper epithets to be applied to evidence given honestly
and truthfully before a jury for their guidance, I cannot be
made to believe; and the course taken by Mr. Day was in my
opinion, to say the least, disingenuous. The occasion of using
the words "mere conjecture" is curiously in discord with the
sentiments expressed in his present letter. It is as follows:-
" The cause of the change of the muscles is a mere matter of
conjecture." (THE LANCET, Aug. 15th.) Whereas, in his
letter of Dec. 15th, Mr. Day remarks-" We perfectly agreed
in the supposition that the morbid state had been produced,
either by violent spasmodic action, causing laceration of the
muscular fibres, or that some of the fasciculi had been
torn," &c.
Mr. Day’s first accusation against me is, that the opinion
given to him by me on the day of examination of the spine of
the deceased "was greatly at variance with the evidence"
which I subsequently gave to the coroner. Permit me to
explain :-
On Wednesday, July 22nd, being very much out of health,
I went to Heston, to make, in conjunction with Mr. Day, the
post-mortem examination in question. The operation lasted
about four hours, and the duty, performed in a churchyard,
under a hot July sun, with no awning, and the subject twelve
days deceased, was one of no little trial and labour. On con-
cluding the investigation I was much exhausted, and not at
all in a condition to arrange my thoughts into the form of an
opinion upon the mutual bearings of the morbid appearances.
Moreover, being very much engaged about that time, in pre-
paring a work for the press, I had not seen the newspapers,
and knew nothing of the previous history of the case. I
learnt, from Mr. Day, that there had been pleuritis and other
inflammation of the thoracic viscera, but the exact morbid
appearances presented by the interior of the body I did not
know until I heard them at the adjourned inquest on the
succeeding Monday. I therefore was not in a position to form
an opinion on that day, nor did I attempt to do so until I had
had the advantage of an evening’s thought, and had refreshed
my mind by a night’s sleep. Whatever I may have imparted
to Mr. Day in the way of medical conversation is altogetherbeside the question; I had not formed an opinion for myself
and could therefore give none to him. But I did one thing, I
wrote the facts of the examination on paper, and gave the
document to Mr. Day, making a copy thereof for myself; and
after Mr. Day had approved the statement therein made, we
both signed them. In parting with Mr. Day, I promised that I
would put the facta into a popular shape, so as to be more suit-
able for a non-medical jury, and send them to him previously
to the inquest, for his further approval and signature. This
promise I did not think it necessary to fulfil until the day of the
inquest, because the facts were unchanged; I simply made them
more precise, and amplified the details. I had another reason
for preferring to show the statement to Mr. Day personally,
which was, that I had added opinions to the Report. And as
. I conceive that no man can be held responsible for the opinions
of another, I did not think it just to expect Mr. Day to affix.
his signature to opinions which, as he truly says, he saw then
, for the first time. In pursuing this course, I conceived that
. I was adopting one dictated by the highest sense of honour.
! Mr. Day seems to think that I excluded his signature from
that report for the purpose of arrogating to myself the honour
’ of what he terms, a "discovery." My true object was, to save
’ him from the responsibility of opinions which might not have-
- been, and as I believed were not, his own.
There is an impression, which pervades the whole of
Mr. Day’s letter, that there should have been a consultation
- and an agreement of opinion between us, against which I most
- strongly protest. We were independent witnesses, united for
l a monaent in an inquiry into facts, but totally separate and dis-
. tinct, and perfectly free agents as respects conscience and
: opinion. I look upon it that Mr. Day could have adduced no
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more striking proof of my independence as a witnessS at the
Hounslow inquiry, than the accusation which he now brings
against me, of omitting to agree with him. He seems to re-
gard the poor soldier in the churchyard as our patient, our-
selves the consultants, and the coroner and jury as the rela-
tives of the deceased, to whom we were to tell our agreed
opinion. This may be very professional in one sense, but not
at all consistent with my notion of the serious responsibility
of a medical witness at an inquest, where the ultimate decision,
the triumph or the defeat of truth, must rest upon his evidence,
and be determined, in a great measure, by his judgment and
. skill.
I have addressed to THE LANCET two communications, which
were published Nov. 14th and Dec. 12th. In the first of these,
entitled the " Medical History of Frederick John White," I
have shown cause for attributing his death to inflammation of
the heart, directly induced by flogging. The second paper,
entitled " Pathological Effects of Military Flogging on the
Muscular System," explains my views relative to the cause
and probable effects of the "pulpy softening" of the muscles
of the back. In my statement, made at the inquest on July
27th, and written before I had heard the entire of the medical
evidence, I considered the pulpy state of the muscles to have
had a considerable share in the fatal result, (THE LANCET,
August 15th.) The medical evidence pointed out a more
obvious cause of death, namely, through the heart, and
although I had spoken cautiously of the connexion between
the pulpy softening and the inflammation of the pleura, ob-
serving simply, " that no surgeon would feel comfortable with
regard to the state of his patient if he were aware of such
dangerous proximity," I have since declared my deliberate
conviction that the " morbid change in the muscles was the
cause of the pleuritis of the left side of the chest." Mr. Day
must take this as an answer to the remark which follows:-
" We agreed that no connexion appeared to exist between
the disorganized muscle and the interior of the thorax."
Mr. Day alleges, as an omission on my part, that I did not
state, that on examining the pleura corresponding with the
softened intercostal muscle, I could discover no cominunica-
tion between the pulpy mass and the cavity of the pleura.
Mr. Day’s words are, " We agreed that no connexion appeared
to exist between the disorganized muscle and the interior of
the thorax ;" which I suppose to mean, not connexion of
apposition,-a question I have already settled in my last letter,
- but connexion of communication by aperture. This is quite
true, and might have been used (had such been needed) as an
argument against the decomposition theory" of Dr. Hall.
But Mr. Day settles that question brilliantly. " If I was
really mean enough," he says, " to attempt a mystification of
the truth for any purpose, why (did I) not at once raise the
question whether the muscular change was or was not merely
the result of natural decomposition-a subject upon which I
had been closely questioned." The italics in this sentence are
made by me. Mr. Day styles the attempt to attribute the
pulpy softening to decomposition, meanness. Dr. Hall will
have reason to exclaim, when he reads this,-" Et tu 0 Brute."
But I wonder what Mr. Day means by the concluding words ? ’!
Does he really mean that he was tampered with? Z
"To the best of my recollection," says Mr. Day, "Mr.
Wilson stated it to be his opinion, that had the man lived,
the muscles would in time have been restored to their normal
state." Mr. Day need not refer to his memory for that state-
ment ; he will find words nearly to that effect in the printed
report of my evidence, (THE LANCET, Aug. 15th.) But with
regard to the " pointing externally" of an abscess, Mr. Day
must recollect that that would probably have occurred over
the sacrum.
Mr. Day next observes, "I think I may fairly charge Mr.
Wilson with having, on this point, made a ’disingenuous
attempt’ to secure to himself the sole merit of the important
discovery he considered had been made." I am not aware
that my paper on the pathology of muscle carried, with it any
assumption of discovery; indeed, I attempted to prove that
rupture and consequent softening of muscle had been already
observed and described.
Then comes the grand charge of all, which I will leave as
it stands, to the blushes of himself and of his friends :-
" I will not be so illiberal as to charge him with a mystifi-
cation of truth;’ but must confess, even after the evidence he
had given, I was perfectly astonished to hear him give a
positive opinion that the man would have been then alive if
he had not been flogged,-a statement which was received
with loud plaudits by the jury and a portion of the spectators.
I have no intention to insinuate that Mr. Wilson did not
firmly believe this to be the fact; but cannot help thinking
that he had suffered his better judgment to be brought to
this conclusion from an ardent desire to make the case in
question the means of abolishing the punishment of the lash :’
Mr. Day intends this as a specimen of liberality; and were
it not that I have TRUTH and a mens conscia recti on my side,
I might be offended at so abominable an imputation; as it is,
I will content myself by relating to him a case instead.
About two months since, an elderly gentleman, whilst
crossing the road near St. Paul’s churchyard, was struck
down by the shaft of a cab. He received little injury,
beyond a cut of small extent on the forehead. Immediately
after the accident lie was attended by an eminent physician
and a surgeon, both of whom took their leave of him on the
fourth day, saying, that, as he was convalescent, there was no
longer any necessity for the continuance of their attendance.
At the end of a fortnight, erysipelas took place in the wound
of the forehead, and the gentleman died in forty-eight hours.
Can any rational being question that, but for the unhappy
fall, that gentleman would have still been alive? This is my
answer to Mr. Day’s perfect astonishment at hearing me
speak what I declare to have been, and to be, the whole
truth, and nothing but the truth. And, in conclusion, let me
beg of him to cultivate more practically his expressed maxim
of having &Prime; no intention to insinuate."
Permit me, Sir, to apologize for occupying so much of your
space with so unimportant and uninteresting a matter, and
at the same time to subscribe myself,
Your obedient servant,
ERASMUS WILSON.Dec. 1846.
THE FORBES’ HERESY.
To the Editor of THE LANCET.
SiR,&mdash; The spirit of speculation, the haste, and restlessness,
which have characterized the popular mind in this railway
age, appear to have been transfused into the writings and re-
searches of modern philosophers. The articles of the " leading
medical quarterly" indicate this spirit in an extraordinary
degree.
There are wanting the calm and patient research, and the
cautious inductions, of the older philosophers. Because medi-
cines ha vejbeen abused,and here and there cases have succeeded
well by the unaided efforts of the " vis medicatrix Naturae,"
the conclusion is at once rapidly arrived at, that the labours
and inductions of several centuries, and that the experience
of thousands of honest men, were mere delusions. Sydenham,
Harvey, Heberden, Hunter, Jenner, Gregory, Abernethy, and
Armstrong, were mere dreamers, and their writings merely so
many testimonies of men who were deceivers from being self-
deceived ; and the true philosophy of healing was unknown,
until John Forbes was pleased to draw a deduction from the
labours and writings of Mesmer, Hahnemann, and Priess-
nitz ! ! !
Those who are faithless regarding the efficacy of medicines
may have grounds for their infidelity in their own incapacity
to prescribe correctly; but if they should ever have an oppor-
tunity of witnessing a case of iritis left to the care of the vis
medicatrix Naturae, and another submitted to the treatment
now ordinarily pursued by the practitioners of "legitimate
medicine," they will, in the one case, see the dull and dis-
coloured iris become more and more disfigured and misshapen,
its edges become bound down by adhesions, its mobility gra-
dually impaired, adhesive lymph diffused, and the function of
this member, and of the eye itseli, for ever destroyed; while
in the other, they will see the vascular and fiery zone which
surrounds the organ become more and more pale, the dull iris
regain its brilliancy, the anterior chamber occupied by adhe-
sive lymph become more and more clear, the pupil more even
and patulous, and sight regained, as the svstem becomes in-
fluenced by the medicines administered. I have selected this
structure, because in it we can clearly see the advances of dis-
ease, and are enabled to watch the effects of remedies, yet, so
long as ague yields to quinine with appropriate adjuncts, con-
vulsions induced by alimentary irritants to proper purgatives,
- so long as uterine efforts are induced by ergot of rye, vomit-
ing by ipecacuanha, purgation by aloes, cessation of the heart’s
action by digitalis, sleep by opium, glandular secretion by
calomel; so long, in short, as we can influence the quality
and quantity of the human fluids, and affect the movement
and secretions of organs by hygienic and medicinal agents, so
long will it be wise to adhere to the orthodox "methodus
medendi," uninfluenced by the theories of the speculative, the
writings of Pelliam, the reveries of Martineau, or the heresy
of Forbes.&mdash;I am, Sir, your constant reader, J. H.
St. Stephen’s Day.
